»ear Paul, 7/17/80 

I* vs not been able to keep reading the Summers outrage against decency because 
of work pressures, but when I tired a short while ago I continued to the end of the 
chapter that includes his treatment of the Kosenko stozy, 

lUs attitude and preconceptions do not surprise no because they wore telegraphed by- 
more than his uncritical retailing of Epstein -» his covering up for the Epateinkor. 

A more dishonest treatment of the Kosenko matter and the Hart testimony is impoa- 
siblo to imagine* 

Where did you park your critical faculties while you read his ms? 

l’he moite one ge^s into the book the leas testify Unhidden Is his literary theivery 
and his. technique for covering it, Shat you appear not to have detected this is eithor 
no credit to your perception or to any principles, I'm really surprised, 

A)rs so because jjust aoout cJJL of us should have understood long before tlris 
that no good comes from irresponsible or dishonest work, Particularly not criticism 

of the official line that is of these characters, 

I‘m really terribly disappointed. 
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It is not only because this stuff is straight Angleton/Epsteiner line, 

Ihere is a simple touchstone • Iiead his acoount of how Kosenko was treated as 
a "prisoner of war" abd compare that with the actualities of Kosenko* s treatment. 

Or with the manner in which prisoners of war are treated in even his account, 
rotten, and dishonest as it is. 

All of this and all else like it at there beat do all we have tried so bard to 
do groat harm* 

T .Aii*Lo book xe immeasurably woifac tha& his public appearance* they are moro 
than bad and then reach many more people 

If&ou can suggest any good that can come from all of this I'd be interested. 

I'm disappointed. 
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